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a AS SA I 
C. This is insolently said: Who turns it into 


FROM THE INDEPENDENT WHIG. 
DIALOGUE 


Between a Country Clergyman and a Quaker. 
(Continued from p. 4.) 

Clergyman. Ware you say that Giod has Tippoint- 
ed no body in his church to preach and explain his 
word ? 

Quaker. No, I neither do nor dare say it; and 
thou may’st spare thy big words. He hath left every 
man to preach it to another; nor doth it appear that 
thou hast any more call from him than every one of 
thy parish hath. If thou wouldest resemble the apos- 
tles, go and preach to the unconverted without mon- 
ey, and without price. Thy whole parish believe in 
Christ already, as much as thon doest, and did be- 
fore they knew thee. They have the Bible them- 
selves; and if thou bringest them any tidings that 
are notin it, and that they themselves see not in it, 
they ought not to believe thee. 

C. You argue very insincerely with me. Just 
now you contended that I had none of St. Paul’s 
gifts; and now you would have me go without those 
gifts, and do what he did with them ; namely, travel 
over the world, and convert the unconverted. 

Q. No, I only would shew thee, that as thou dost 
not resemble him, thou art vain in pretending to suc- 
ceed him ; and so far I reason consistently, as thou 
dost weakly, if thou claimest all his reverence with- 
out any of his merit. 

C. I do not set up for the abilities of St. Paul ; 
dut still have qualifications superior to laymen. 

Q. What are those qualifications ? 

C. I know languages ; I have had an university 
education ; and— 

Q. All these are civil qualifications, common to 
all men, who would be at the pains and charge. Lay- 
men understand latin and greek as well as thou dost: 
The Gospel wanteth no embellishmeat from those 
whom thou callest Virgil and Horace; and Christ 
crucified, is not sought nor found in universities, nor 
indeed the flesh ciucified. If I am not misinformed, 
they abound with young men who are too often sin- 
ners, and with old men who are no saints. They are 
schools of words; but the Gospei hath nothing to do 
with thy logic and vain philosophy. 

C. I was going to tell you too, that I had studied 
divinity. 

Q. Knowest thou any divinity but what is in the 
Bible? and have not I the Bible? I think, and am 
sure, that it is a plain and intelligible book, at least 
as much of it as is meet for a christian, and to turn 
it into doubtfalness, and disputation, and science 
and gain, savoureth not of christianity. 


gain? 

Q. He who maketh a gain of it; which is worse 
than insolence, whereof thou dost groundlessly ac- 
cuse me, 

C. What, do you not declare against preachers ? 
Q. Ihave already told thee, I did not; I would 
have all men preachers. 

C. Ay, Tinkers, and Taylors, and Coblers. 

Q. Friend, beware of thy words. What were the 
apostles? They were no university gentry. 

C. But you say that we want the apostles gifts. 

Q. I wish thou couldest confute me. However, 
we have all of us the apostles books; and can’st thou 
mend them ? 

C. No: ButI can enforce them ; and the labour- 
er is worthy of his hire, if you will believe St. Paul, 

Q. But if he laboureth for himself, why should 
I pay him ? I profit not by thy labour; why should- 
est thou profit by my substance? I believe Paud ; but 
Paul hath given thee no property in my pigs and 
barley. 

C. But the law has. 

Q. The law is not Paul. But I perceive, who- 
ever is the giver, thou wilt be the taker. 

C. Sir, you are rude. 

Q. How, because I do thee jiistice ? 

C. Let me tell you, sir, there is reason in it, as 
well as law. 

Q. Thy interest may be reason to thee: But 
thou wilt be"put to it, to give me a reason for giving 
thee something for nothing. 

C. Don’t you know, that under the law, the 
priests had their lot in the land ? 

Q. Yes; but they were Jewish priests, or sacrifi- 
cers. Art thou a Jew? And dost thou kill cattie as 
they did? And would’st thou reconcile Judaism to 
Christianity ? 

C. No; 1 would only shew that it is reasonable 
that priests should have a proper appointment 

Q. Ihave already shewn thee the unreasonable- 
ness of having any priests in Christianity. 

C. In this you saucily differ from all the socie- 
ties of Christians in the world. 

Q. I do not differ from Christianity ; nor am I 
saucy in differing from those that do. The blessed 
Jesus hath left thee no legacy, that | know of, nor so 
much as named thee in his will. 

C. The man grows profane. 

Q. Thou meanest unanswerable. 
cle of thy creed, that truth is profane ? 

Q. Your having no established ministers among 
you, is enough to render your sect odious to all sorts 
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Q. We have religion established among us. Is 
religion odious in the eyes, where there is not a liveli- 
hood to be got out of it? We establish no Clergy, 
lest they should disestablish the peace and purity of 
the Gospel; and while our preachers are under the 
influence of the Holy Spirit, we reckon they will 
seek no money. We therefore do not keep in pay 
men Who sell speech. 

C. The tiuth is, the speeches uttered among you 
are not worth buying. 

Q. Friend, no speeches in the House of God 
oug}it to be bought, nor the tabernacle be turned in- 
toashop. Whi sellest thou thine, which, as report 
saith, are not alluring ? Freely ye have received, free- 
ly give. Friend, what did the Gospel cost thee? Or 
why should we purchase it at thy dear price, when 
we have it in our houses in more purity and plain- 
ness than thou can’st give it? 

C. Yes, and you understand it by the spirit. 

Q. Thou sayest it. We trust to the Spirit to di- 
rect us, who is promised to al] that ask him. Thou 
trustest to Henry Hammond and Daniel Whitby for 
direction. Whether art thou or we best directed ? 

C. I shall not believe that the Spirit is the au- 
thor of the Enthusiasm and Dreams that are found 
among you. 

Q. The carnal man discerneth not the things of 
Ged. Paul was called a babbler by the Athenians, 
whose priests, who were many, had no illumination, 
but being men of dark and voluptuous minds, and 
feeding upon sacrifices and offerings, preferred Bac- 
chus and his grapes to the Spirit of Christ. 

C. The comparison you would insinuate is im- 
pudent and profane. 

Q. Friend, meehness becometh a preacher. 
Thou hast the passion of a priest, but not the meek- 
ness O/ a minister of the Gospel. Why dost thou fall 
upon me with bitter words, for telling thee a fact 
which, in answer to thee, it was necessary to tell. Is 
it profane to say that the Heathen clergy took offer- 
ings? Nay, since thou dost urge me, dost not thou 
take offerings? And did the apostles take any? I 
have put thee between these priests and the apostles, 
that by comparing thyself with both thou may’st see 
whom thou resemblest most. 

C. It this be not profaneness, I know not what is. 

Q. The profaneness is not on my side. 

C. Let me inform you, sir, that for this language 
in some countries, you would have your tongue oul 
out of your head. 

Q. i know it; and praise God that I am not in 
those countries, and that thou can’st not bring those 
countrics hither. [tis plain that thou approvest their 
barbarity, else why dost thou think it due to me ? I 
beg thou wouldst not be provoked, if I mention to 
thee once more the example of the apostles: Where 
did they justify savageness and severity to any man 
for any opinion, or any words ? Where did they ev- 
er talk to Pagans as thou dost to me, who am a 
Christian, and endeavour to possess the temper of 
the Gospel ? 


C. Yes. Sir, you have a form of godliness ; 


but— 
Q. Friend, in the first place, judge not; and 

















secondly, beware what thou sayest against forms for 
thy own sake. 

C. I say, if your preachers had power, they 
would quickly find texts for persecution. 

Q. I guess thou judgest by thyself; and thou 
judgest well. Weknow it; and therefore give them 
no power, nor the sinews of power. Pride and impa- 
tience are inseparable from it: It destroyeth all hu- 
mility, and maketh men imperious, and persecutors. 
Why are the Popish priests moie cruel and mis- 
chievous than Protestant priests, but because they 
have more power? And why is the Pope the most 
mischievous of all priests, but because he hath the 
most power ? 

C. You carry every thing too far. Preachers of 
the Gospel ought to be kept above contempt. 

Q. Friend, they who are rich in spiritual things, 
want no other riches to save them from contempt ; 
and they who are rich without these, ought to be 
contemned. Riches may render them formidable ; 
but piety only, and a holy conversation, can make 
them reverenced. Revenues do not place them 
above contempt, but only encourage them to despise 
the people. The poverty of the apostles was great 
part of their glory. 

(To, be continued.) 
— 
PRIESTCRAFT DETECTED. 
A Universauist catecuisine Parson * 
C. HOPKINS. 
The answers are supplied from his Sermon; and 
remarks on his answers are included in brackets. 

1. Ought we always to believe as the multitude, 
and be ashamed of a doctrine reprobated by the 
priests? Ans. To set up my judgment, in opposition 
to the great and learned, would display a degree of 
vanity at which human nature ought to blush! [Then 
sir, you should be a Pagan; and had you been in the 
days of Christ, like Peter you would have denied 
him.] 

2. Did you never read of any who believed the 
final salvation of all men? Ans. No, except a few 
individuals who sprang up as it were yesterday. 
[Then sir, you are shamefully ignorant of history, 
both sacred and protane: for Egyptians, Persians, 
Gentoos, Greeks, Romans, Celts; all God’s holy 
prophets since the world began: Origen, Clement, 
and many of the primitive Fathers ; Bps. Tillotson, 
Burnet, and Newton of your own Church; have 
spoken of the restitution of all things! See Enfield’s 
Dictionary of philosophy, Acts iii, 21, and Burnet de 
stat. mort.]} 

3. Is God partial to the wicked in this world ? 
Ans. He deals ten thousand times more kindly with 
them, than he does with his own children. [Now, 
sir, if there be no peace to the wicked, and if the 
righteous and the wicked are both recompensed in 
the earth, Isa. xviii. 22. and Prov. xi 51, is it not 
clear that you have most awfully mistaken ; and that 
you and others, who have imagined or pretended 
that you were righteous, and complain of so hard 





*We shall in future use the term “ Parson,” as a substitute 
for, and in the stead of, the term “ Reverend,” when applied 
to men. Remember, 7°“ PARSON” is the word’ 
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usage; are the very wicked, whom the Lord is re- 
compensing in the earth ? Indeed sir, the only scrip- 
tural opinion that can be formed of those pretend- 
ed saints, that drag out a life of wretchedness here, 
is that they are painted hypocrites.] 

4. Do Universalists believe their doctrine ? 
Ans. No. (Then, sir, there are no Universalists, 
and your conduct must appear ridiculous whilst you 
utter your Philippics against a people that, in your 
opinion, never existed. But seeing you are not om- 
niscient to know their hearts, you ought to be 
ashamed! blush! sir, O blush! 

5. Would you commit murder and suicide if you 
believed Universalism? Ans. Yes. [Then you wor- 
ship God, sir, as some of the eastern nations do the 
Devil, through fear of being burnt by him ; for con- 
fessedly you neither love, nor obey him from high- 
er motives.] 

Now, O ye Priests, tao1s CoMMANDMENT 1S 
FOR YoU. 

If I be a Father, where is mine honor, O ye Priests 
that despise my name ? If you will not lay it to heart 
to give glory to my name, saith the Lord of hosts, 
I will even send a curse upon you. Mal. i. 6; and 
ii. 1, 2. 

That the welfare and prosperity of a country de- 
pends very much on the moral character and condi- 
tion of its inhabitants, is a universally acknowledged 
and sound maxim. But when religion itself is mis- 
taken fora blind and infatuated zeal, calculated to 
mislead and delude the wretched victims of its fury. 
When this mania like the poisonous effluvia of the 


pestilence that walketh in darkness, diffuses itself 


through all ranks and classes of the community, does 
it not behoove every one to be on his guard, lest the 
passions obtain a complete ascendancy over the 
judgment ? Had not a kind of Jemima Wilkinson, 
or Johanna Southcot fanaticism, seemed to pervade 
the minds of many, whose good sense should teach 
them better, we should not have troubled the public 
with observations of a painful or satirical nature! 

The Priests who serve at an idolatrgus altar, and 
who have said, Put me, I pray thee into the Priest’s 
Office that I may get a piece of bread, perceiving that 
a corrupt and hideous superstition will no longer 
pass for the religion of Jesus, and unwilling to give 
up the craft, have betaken themselves to fraud, de- 
ceit and Romish trick to support their sinking 
systems. 

In the Allegany Republican of Feb, 20. 1824, ap- 
peared a part of Parson Caleb Hopkins’ sermon or 
rather Philippie against Universalism. The paper 
above named is published by Samuel P. Hull, at 
Angelica, where Mr. Hopkins bears the character 
of an Episcopal clergyman. David D. How was at 
this time confined in the prison of Angelica for the 
murder of Othello Church. During August 1823, 
the said Mr. Hopkins held a public debate at the 
Great Falls of Niagara, with Mr. L. S. Everett, 
Minister of the Reconciliation at Buffalo, being put 
to the worst, it is probable that Parson Hopkins has 
been constantly seeking revenge, since that time, for 
his fallen honor. The unfortunate How lay in prison 
quite at hand. Jn the distress and melancholy of his 


mind, beset by a host of pretended soul-savers, who 
were continually crying Hell-fire and fury in his 
ears, the man through weakness of mind, fell a plas- 
tic instrument into the hands of the knavish priests. 
They, as | am credibly informed by an ear wit.ess, 
insisted that he should throw the blame on Universa- 
lism, he at length complied; and thus the business 
was brought to an issue. 

Agreeably to the stipulated arrangement, How 
spoke of the doctrine of Universalism on the scaf- 
fold, and cautioned the people against it as one cause 
of his ruin. Now thought the Jewish priests, about 
twenty of whom attended, this is all well; our point 
is gained, we shall sound loud the trumpet, and all 
the superstitious women and children will fear and 
tremble; and so we shall be delivered from the trou- 
ble of using any arguments to defend our various 
systems of superstition. But hark! hark! How, 
was a believer in Hell torments, and fearing God 
would treat him a little more severely, if he died ar- 
ticulating falsehood, he declares he never honestly 
believed Universalism ; that he had not named it as 
an excuse for his crimes; for they were committed 
to gratify a wicked disposition: that he now realized 
the danger of resting on any system of doctrines, 
without experimental religion. 

That How was not a Universalist, is evident from 
his own language. His principal distress arose from 
the belief that he had sent Church into another 
world without time to prepare to meet his God. He 
said, “the horrors of the gallows I fear not—but the 
thoughts of the Judgment makes my flesh tremble 
on my bones. If I could be raked up in embers, or 
suffer any thing here, it would be pleasure, if I could 
be happy at last.” Here is evidence sufficient that 
How was an orthodox believer in Hell torments! 
Indeed this would be naturally expected, for it is 
contrary to the nature of things that a Universalist 
should ever become a murderer. But, that a belie- 
ver in endless misery should be a murderer, is con- 
sistent with his doctrine. He that believes God to 
be an infinite murderer ; and that it is his duty to be 
like his God, must, if he yield to his religious opin- 
ions, be a murderer, whenever he obtains sufficient 
provocation !! 

Here is an adherent of orthodoxy, expiating the 
folly of offering at its shrine, the rites of Moloch. 
What is said of David and Saul, well applies ; Su- 
perstition has slain her thousands, and orthodoxy 
her ten thousands. Nay, by the confession of ortho- 
doxy, the most damning sin in the world, could nev- 
er had existence, had it not been its own wicked 
creed. I mean despair! Hear ye blind leaders of 
the blind, and let your souls loathe at your own folly! 

Strange though it appear, yet it is an occurrence 
of daily experience, that those dignified clergy, who 
look down on the greater part of mankind as fit fu- 
el for the burnings, should exhibit such a contrast 
between their feelings and those of their Deny: for 
they allow that God is perfectly satisfied, that the 
greater part of men, should be consigned to destvuc- 
tion. But when any person, however vile, comes to 
die, even by the hands of the hangman, a motley 
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to administer to the patient; all of which, in the true 
spirit of quackery, they affirm to be complete pana- 
ceas. Like tue sons of the mother church, each 
must contribute his mite, to rescue the soul from its 
merited suiferings, and fit it out with a little money 
to pay Charon for the ferriage, or bribe the door- 
keeper of another world, to let the poor Ghost 
pass on! 

The Orthodox Clergy are truly distressed at the 
progress of Universalism in this district of the 
country. Parson F. asserts Unitarians and Univer- 
Salists, however honest in theit sentiments, must ex- 
piate the crime of heresy in an endless Hell. Par- 
son P. says, they shall appear in Judgment as 
abandoned blasphemers. He is bold to assert that 
none have espoused the doctrine of Universalism, 
who have not either committed, or intend to com- 
mit a capital offence. Parson B. acknowledges the 
scriptures do not teach the doctrine of hell torments, 
but it will not do to tell the people so. Parson C, ad- 
vises the people not to hear Universalism, for though 
true, it should not be encouraged; and Parson H. 
says if he were an Universalist, he would commit 
murder and suicide. To complete the climax, Par- 
son W. affirms if there is no Hell there can be no 
Heaven; and Parson D. puts the cap on the stone 
by asserting, if Universalism be true, it is not worth 
the trouble to bury a man. 

Reader, do such preachers give glory to the name 
of God, according to the commandment, or do they 
not rather glorify the Devil, by ascribing to him the 
kinedom, power, and glory, for ever and ever! Such 
is the state of affairs in Toe Genesee Country, 
notwithstanding Universalism has increased in this 
very district, in a quadruple ratio during the last 
year. That you may perceive that our clergy are 
true sons of the Church, compare them with those 
of Spain and Italy, as described in the following 
anecdote, 

“ When [ was in Europe, I amused myself with 
the conduct of the Clergy on all-saints day. From 
three o'clock Novy. Ist. to the same hour the next 
day, is given by his holiness as a holiday to the souls 
in Purgatory; duing which time they may fly 
about and divert themselves inthe air. Nov. 2d the 
Priests and friars preach the sermons for the souls, 
and receive as much money on that occasion, as they 
do at other seasons for two months. Many of them 
use brimstone and burn it in the pulpit, saying these 
flames are like those of Purgatory. They also use 
pictures to represent the Ghosts in purgatory, hold- 
ing up their hands and crying for assistance.--They 
prove their sermons by peculiar revelations and ap- 
paritions, for they cannot find a single passage of 
scripture on which to ground their assertions. Such 
sermons are to the sensible part of the people, better 
diversion than a Comedy. 

P. S. The Scriptures say, Believe in the Lord 
Jesus and thou shalt be saved : but of late, times are 
greatly changed, and now Orthodoxy declares that, 
whoever would be saved, it is necessary above 
all things, that he believe in Hell and the 
Devil!!! 

Roch. Mag. 
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MINISTERIAL TITLES. 

The last Gospen PaxLiapium contains a com- 
munication from Baxter, in reply to B.; in which 
he occasionally refers to the Gospet Heratp; 
but has deferred his formal reply. In p. 197, col. 2. 
Baxter reasons as follows— 

“All flattery is reprehensible ; and to him who 
intends it, or to him who vainly glories in the title 
of Reverend, or Pastor, or Elder, or Deacon, to 
him it is sin. But I see no reasons to presume that 
flattery is intended by either, or that either should 
excite vanity. Admitting that the word imports that 
solemn homage, which the Herald supposes, its use 
is utterly indefensible. It must be regarded as blas- 
phemous. But if no more importance is imputed to 
it than is intended by those who use it, or than seems 
to be warranted by the use or the import of the term 
reverence in the New Testament, I cannot perceive 
that the manner in which it is applied is unscriptu- 
ral. The fallacy, as it appears to me of those who ab- 
ject, lies in imputing or ascribing to the epithet a 
consequence which is not claimed for it, and to 
which it has no legitimate pretension. All, I appre~ 
hend, that is intended is a respectful, or if you 
please, an honorary epithet which convenience seems 
to require as an indication or designation of charac- 
ter or profession; an epithet applied rather to the 
profession than the individual.” 

It appears that Baxter considers the term Rever- 
end only asa“ respectful or, if you please, an hon- 
orary epithet,” &c. He considers the fallacy of the 
objection to “lie in imputing or ascribing to the ep- 
ithet a consequence which is not claimed for it,” &c. 
It would seem that all that is claimed is * respect and 
HONOUR!” How much respect and bonour ? 
How will you separate the individual from his pro- 
fession, when the “ respectful and honorary epithet” 
is applied to him, and not to his profession, without 
leaving the profession naked, and the incumbent the 
possessor of the title ? Or, shall we conjecture that 
this is meant; A man assumes the title of General, 
and only claims the respect and honour due to a 
corporal? We do think that our unknown friend, 
Baxter, has, thus far, “ toiled and caught nothing.” 


— > 
From the (Cumberland) Gospel Palladium. 
“VICTIMS TO THE DOCTRINE OF ENDLESS 
TORTURE.” 

We rarely open a Universalian Paper in which 
we are not presented with an account of some fellow- 
being who is represented to have committed suicide, 
as a consequence of having believed the doctrine of 
endless punishment. Our intention in this article, 
is neither to justify nor to condemn this doctrine, but 
to inquire why the conduct of these wretched mani- 
acks should be dragged in to prove that doctrine 
false, or what bearing it has upon the subject? If 
these unfortunate persons (over whose fate we should 
rather weep than thus wantonly sport,) were believ- 
ers in endless punishment, and were persuaded that 
they were doomed to it, who believes that they would 
thus abridge the short span of this life, by volunta- 
rily plunging themselves into endless torments? It 
would be a strange way to reverse the decree of fate 
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by rendering themselves certain of misery, in thus 
violating one of the most prominent and positive 
commands of Jehovah. Such ridiculous anecdotes 
would be more appropriate to be related at a domes- 
tic fireside, with stories of witches and hobgoblins, 
for the entertainment of children, by old grandmo- 
thers; and we are astonished to see such pitiful ex- 
pedients resorted to by able and accomplished 
editors. 

It has ever been our endeavour not to be wanting 
in respect for our brother Editors, and we have striv- 
en to award to them all the weight and importance 
which their arguments, in defence of their respective 
opinions, demand. We read them with careful and 
scrupulous attention and endeavour to divest our- 
selves of any pre-conceived prejudices by which we, 
in common with others, are liable to be biassed ; still 
we cannot forbear recording the utter disgust we 
feel at seeing such worse than iinpotent (for they are 
a downright disgrace) incidents thrown upon the 
world to disprove any doctrine. These remarks may 
have the effect of a firebrand (an element with 
which they disclaim all connexion) thrown among 
the Editors to which we have alluded, but in this 
instance we hazard them regardless of conse- 
quences. 


REMARKS. 

We have, on former occasions, admired the mag- 
nanimity of our friend the Editor of the Gosrex 
Paucapium. We are sorry to see this hasty effusion 
which is so great a drawback on his liberality. He 
is one out of a thousand, of religious opponents, who 
forgetting the partialities of sectarians, will bask in 
the rays of truth without condemning the medium 
of their communication. 

What “Universalian papers,” have “wantonly 
sported” with the fate of these wretched maniacs ? 
We record them as “melancholy events.” We con- 


sider them, as they are, “ victims to the doctrine of 


endless torture.” Ve do not “ drag them in to prove 
that doctrine false ;” but to show the terrible con- 
sequences which so often result to those who are sin- 
cere in their belief of it. Are facts, such as these, 
“ ridiculous anecdotes?” Are they as fictitious and 
groundless, as “ stories of witches and hobgoblins 2” 
Ask Ruland’s bereaved wife! 

How strange is the conclusion, that a belief in 
endless misery, will prevent a man from ending his 
mortal career! Speculation opposed to facts ! It is 
because the subject is bereaved of reason, that he 
conducts in opposition to reason’s dictates. Are we 
to infer that a man destroying his life, under these 
peculiar circumstances, gives an evidence of his be- 
lief in God’s universal and unchangeable goodness ? 
What other alternative is presented in the above 
premises ? 

We agree with the sentiment, that such incidents 
are a “downright disgrace.” But we would place 
the disgrace where it belongs. We are disgusted 
with the cause of the complaint ; not with the un- 
fortunate subjects of it. 

We assure our friend, the Editor of the Pavta- 
DIUM, that his remarks will not burn us; also, that 
he is right in his conjecture, that “a firebrand 


is an element with which we disclaim all con- 
nexion.” 

We have answered the inquiry, so far as we are 
concerned, and shall not be displeased if the Editor 
of the Patvapium favours his readers with a peru- 
sal of it. 

—<-— 
SPECIMENS OF ORTHODOXY. 

“ The sinfulness of that estate whereinto men fell 
consists in the guilt of dam’s first sin, the want of 
that righteousness wherein he was created, and the 
corruption of his nature, whereby he is utterly in- 
disposed, disabled, and made opposite to all that is 
spiritually good, and wholly inclined to evil.” 

Westminster Confession. 

Is it not passing strange, that these orthodox gen- 
tlemen are trying to move Heaven and earth, or 
rather to empty the purses of the community, to 
convert men who “ave made [man does not make 
himself} opposite to all that is spiritually good?” 
According to these wise gentlemen’s creed, man- 
kind are damned eternally for being just what God 
made them! It would appear that the Creator spoil- 
ed man in the making, and these spiritual coblers 
have undertaken to mend him! 

“Even infants themselves, although they bring 
their damnation with them from the womb, are con- 
demned for their own, not for another’s faultiness. 
For though they have not at that time produced the 
Sruits of their unrighteousness, yet they have the 
seed enclosed in them ;* nay, their whole nature is a 
mere seed of sin, so that it cannot but be odious 
and abominable to God.” 

“And being so vitiated and perverted in all the 
parts of our nature, we are already, on account of 
that corruption alone, deservedly held convicted and 
condemned in the presence of God.” 

Inst. Lib. I. Cap. I. 8. 

Christ says of little children, (infants,) “of such 
is the kingdom of Heaven!” That is, according to 
these religionists, those “ whose whole nature is a 
mere seed of sin,” and “odious and abominable to 
God,” are of the kingdom of Heaven! What an 
outrage upon Scripture, reason, and common sense, 
are the principles of en whom mankind bave been 
taught to revere as the ambassadors of God, and the 
receptacles of divine wisdom! It is disgusting to 
think of these wicked perversions of God’s revela- 
tion ;—these abominable impositions upon a priest 
ridden world! 

EE 
ANNUAL SPOUTING. 

The “ anniversary of the Society for the educa- 
tion of young men for the ministry, was celebrated 
at the Brick Church, parson Spring’s, in Beekman- 
street, May 13th.” There were assembled many 





“If this is not blasphemmg God, we should be glad to be 
told what blasphemy is. We do think, that if any doctrine 
deserves the name of damnable doctrine, this inexpressibly 
detestable doctrine is superabundantly entitled to the apps 
lation in its most wholesale sense. No wonder that the Cal- 
vinists of this city are blushing for theircreed, and whispering 
itbehind the door. They know well, that no audience of mer 
ciful men would listen to it, without giving vent to irrepres=:- 





ble feelings of just indignation. 
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distinguished men, some of whom, we believe, would 
privately class the doctrine or divinity taught the 
young ministers, with the absurd doctrine of Maho- 
met. Popularity, however, or the desire of it, will 
accommodate one’s self to many things and princi- 
ples which, setting aside the honours of this wicked 
world, would otherwise be detested. 

Among those who figured in true orthodex style, 
parson doctor Griffin stood conspicuous. He arose 
in all the grandeur of Hopkinsian dignity, and, after 
throwing a fulsome compliment at the head of the 
chairman, proceeded, in a pompous and authorita- 
tive manner, to utter absurdity, and manifest the 
greatness of his folly. This, we are assured, was 
done in a very eloquent manner. How he swelled 
with the importance of the occasion! The world 
must be changed. How is this change to be effected ? 
Hear! Hear! 

“This moral change must be produced by the 
Gospel breathing from the lips of the living preach- 
er, and insinwated by all the expressiveness of hu- 
man looks, and tones and gestures, and by all the 
influence which one human mind can have over an- 
other, through the testimony or authority of its epin- 
ions, or the urgency of its entreaty.” 

Parson Griffin’s word for it, “human looks, and 
tones and gestures,” are the efficient means. And 
then for “human [i.e. parson Griffin’s] looks, and 
tones and gestures.”” His looks are best known to 
those who have seen him, in all the biustering con- 
sequence of priestly arrogance;—his gestures, can 
only be appreciated by those who have seen him 
wiek! his brawney arm, and direct the hoarse thun- 
der of his invective, in pantomimic splendour. But 
his tone, you have this, saving the tinkling thereof, 
in the following barefaced avowal of priestly pre- 
tensio is.— 

“ Now look at a wretched world. Five hundred 
and fifty millions of Pagans and Mahometans; a 
hundred millions of Roman Catholics; and fifty 
millions more of nominal christians scarcely tran- 
scending in knowledge the Heathens themselves. 
Seven eights of the human family, literally perish- 
ing for lack of knowledge. And all these immortals 
destined to rise and expand for ever in the regions 
of light and life, or to sink under the anguish of the 
never-dying worm. The great mass of these, to say 
the least, plunged in the grossest wickedness, and 
dying thus to be eternally miserable. A constant 
succession of them passing into eternity, and as we 
have every reason to think, into endless despair. 
Some this moment on their flight. What an awful and 
overwhelming scene! Do what we can, hundreds of 
millions must perish before we can reach them with 
any adequate aid. Allowing a thousand souls to one 
preacher, these seven hundred millions want seven 
hundred thousand ministers this day ; this day, rath- 
er than fifty years hence, to save twice that number, 
(for twice that number will die in fifty years,) from 
interminable wo. And who are to raise up these seven 
hundred thousand ministers? Past experience shows 
that they will not rise up in the ordinary course of 
events. There must be a special and mighty effort. 
And on whom does this immense task devolve ? 








There are not reckoned beyond that needy mass, 
more than a hundred millions of soulson earth. Of 
that hundred millions, not more, I think, than one 
fifth are now to put their hands to the work. Twenty 
millions alone to act, (only twice the population of 
the United States,) and seven hundred thousand 
ministers to be given to the world,—more than one 
for every thirty. And we yet asleep. For though 
something has been done, nothing has been attempt- 
ed in comparison with the infinity of the object.” 

Thus spake the pious, high-fed parson Griffin.— 
Reader, we will take it for granted that you are a 
Christian, and an advocate for common sense. Be- 
hold this pampered divine, who speaks in “human 
looks and gestures,” and testifies how many thous- 
and dollars have been lavished in luxurious indul- 
gencies, when the saint-like man was oppressed with 
the terrible conviction, that hundreds of millions of 
human beings were sinking to interminable wo,— 
to endless despair, for want of the dollars he wasted 
in extravagant and superfluous expenditures! Say 
what you can, in extenuation of this Pharisaism, it 
is black as hell, when tested by the premises of this 
dignified priest. What! Believe that almost the 
whole world are sinking to never-ending misery! 
Believe that money will save them; and with this 
solemn conviction, riot in extravagance, and let a 
WORLD BE DAMNED! Who believes this? Not us. 

What a rant have we fiom this would-be soul- 
saver! How delicious is contradiction ! It is like the 
savoury meat, which once bought a birthright.— 
Read on— 

“ Let them consider the incaleulable good which 
one faithful minister of Christ may do. By his la- 
bours and prayers he is the means of converting 
a hundred souls, who but for him would have perish- 
ed. I say, would have perished; for though some 
of these might have fallen under the influence of 
another minister, yet what would they have done 
had there been no other minister? And a suppo- 
sition which diminishes the importance of one min- 
ister merely because there is another, amounts to 
nothing, unless there are now too many. I say, 
would have perished, for though the decree of God 
had fixed the event, it had fixed the means too, and 
had fixed an indissoluble connexion between the 
means and the end ; and if one had failed the other 
would have failed also. ‘That minister therris the 
means of saving a hundred souls from death.” 

Alas! for the audience who could swallow such 
eloquence as this. Who could be made to believe, 
that the salvation of the human family depends on 
their exertions and purses, when the “ deeree of God 
has fired the event,” and when God has, by his de- 
cree, “ fixed an indissoluble connerion between the 
means and the end.” And this “ indissoluble con- 
nexion” will be dissolved, unless men glue it togeth- 
er, with silver and gold, melted in the pockets of 
arrogant priests, for that purpose. We are disgusted 
with such wicked absurdity ; but, we will read on.— 

“ One half of these rescued sinners will be parents, 
to act upon fifty families of children, who in their 
turn will act upon two hundred families more, and 
so on in the same ratio to the day of judgment. 
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You would be astonished at the calculation of in- 
crease through forty generations. Go back again. 
Five of that hundred will be ministers of Christ, to 
begin five more series like the former, each branch- 
ing out and increasing in the same proportion to the 
end of the world. And when the judgment shall 
be spread, that first minister will be found to have 
been the indirect means of saving many millions, 
who but for him would have sunk in eternal per- 
dition !” 

Reader, where think you, is Christ Jesus, the Sa- 
viour, all this time ? He is rejected as helpless, and 
“human looks, tones and gestures,” substituted 
in his stead. So far as Christ is concerned in the 
scheme of salvation taught by parson Griffin, the 
doctrine of Confucius or Mahomet, would do quite 
as well. Christ is not the Saviour. Ministers are to 
save millions. If this were true, parson Griffin 
might have added with propriety, 

“Who then will grudge the money he gives to 
form ministers of Christ ? Man of wealth, should you 
bring forward one minister of the Gospel, to lay 
himself out thus to change the destinies of men, and 
to make so wide an impression on the assembly at 
the last day, what would the wealth of a million 
of worlds weigh by the side of such an object ? 
With what a young man can do for himself, six 
hundred dollars will carry him from the plow to the 
pulpit ; and which of you would not give six hun- 
dred dollars to people a whole province of heaven? 
Minister of Christ, what a work is here for you to do. 
Should you be the means of bringing forward one 
young man to make a better minisier than yourself, 
in that single act, you would do more good than in 
all your life besides. Dear brethren, I wish you could 
multiply yourselves a thousand times. I wish you 
could each give to the church a thousand such as 
you.” 

We never yet met with a more shameful rejection 
of Christ by a Jew, than this. These consummate 
pretenders are a going to “ people whole provinces 
in heaven!” To “change the destinies of men ;” 
destinies, too, “indissolubly fixed” by the decree of 
God. Heaven in mercy preserve the world from the 
system of multiplication above spoken of. If these 
shameless beggars, these barefaced mendicants 
could “muitiply themselves a thousand times,” 
Egypt with al! the plagues of frogs and locusts would 
be a kind of paradise compared to the miserable 
country beset with such sanctified extortioners. We 
do verily believe, that the city of New York con- 
tains not one honest man of common sense who will 
tolerate the abou:inable bombast of this titled disci- 
ple of Hopkins. 

We tell these men, that so long as they contra- 
dict their most solemn asseverations, by squander- 
ing their enormous salaries in lurury, while souls 
are perishing fur want of them, that we will not be- 
lieve them ; but consider them as Pharisees and hy- 
pocrites. 

— 
THE SOUTHERN ASSOCIATION,, 

Is to be holden at Attleborough, (Mass.) on the 
@d Wednesday and Thursday of June. U. Mag. 





CALVINISM UNMASKED. 


Or, Calvinistic principles of Justice, as attributed 
to God, for the foundation of Mis Covenant 
with Christ, relative to the Atonement for sin, 
and man’s redemption from it, examined, and 
proved to be Unjust. 


(Continued from page 6.) 

The Christian religion is the religion taught by 
Christ, and his disciples and apostles. It is the re- 
ligion of the Bible, or revelation, and also the reli- 
gion of nature; for God’s works are in harmony 
with his revelation. The principles of Calvinism, 
which may be considered as the foundation of the 
system, either agree or disagree with the principles 
of the religion taught by Christ. This proposition, 
however simple it may be considered, is of the ut- 
most importance ; for itis an infallible criterion to test 
thetruth or falsehood of the doctrine. We are not 
engaged to prove the truth of the religion taught by 
Christ, this is supposed to be admitted ; but to dis- 
prove the doctrine taught by Calvinists, by showing 
its deformity when contrasted with Christ’s religion ; 
and the impossibility which exists of two systems, 
contradicting each other, being true at the same 
time. If Calvinism is the true doctrine, it is the 
doctrine taught by Christ. Now, if we can prove that 
Christ taught a different doctrine, it then follows, 
that Calvinism is false. 

It is generally admitted, that all false systems are 
the counterfeits of true ones. They are to be con- 
sidered in the same relation of base coin; and test- 
ed as counterfeit money is tested, by comparing it 
with the true. No man will hesitate in a case of 
this kind, where money is in question, to decide im- 
partially, and pronounce all money false, which will 
not bear a comparison with the true. Will men be 
as candid and honest in testing their religion, as in 
testing their money ? We fear not. 

We have beeu thus particular in our introductory 
remarks, because Universalism has been asserted by 
its enemies to be nothing but a modification of Cal- 
vinism. If this allegation is founded on truth, and 
Calvinism is an error, it must, of course, follow, 
that, if Universalism is a modification of Calvin- 
ism, it is a modification of error. We feel more 
than ordinary interest in this inquiry and investiga- 
tion. Therefore, we have purposed to go to the bot- 
toin of the sentiment ; to turn up its very roots, and, 
if possible, not to let a fibre escape our notice. The 
first great ieading principles of Calvinism shall be 
made to pass the ordeal of the religion of Christ. His 
principles, as they are clearly taught in the Scrip- 
tures, shal] be the touclistone, and nothing shall be 
admitted for truth, which will not stand the test of 
the closest scrutiny. 

Preparatory to the investigation of the principles 
in question, we wish to direct the attention of the 
reader to a very important inquiry, which has a bear- 
ing upon all theological questions. Namely ; In what 
relation will you consider God; whether as the Fa- 
ther, the Friend, and the Saviour of all men, or on- 
ly of a part? If only of apart, must you not consid- 
er God in the relation of an Eremy, and as the 
Destroyer of the residue ? If the part who are saved, 
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‘are under obligation to love and serve God, because 
they are saved, can any obligation to love and ser- 
vice rest on those who are not benefited? Must not 
these different relations produce different affections 
in the parties; and must not the Author of the rela- 
tions, God, be charged with producing, by his inev- 
itable causes, the various and contrary effects ? For 
instance—If God reveals himself in the relation of 
Father, Friend, and Saviour, of one man, and con- 
tinues these relations, by for ever regarding and 
treating this man as a child, and blessing him with 
salvation, is not God the author of these relations, 
and of their effects ? On the other hand, if God for 
ever reveals himself (not as the Father, Friend, and 
Saviour, but) as the enemy, and destroyer of a man, 
is not God the author of this relation, and the cause 
of whatever may result as effects ? 

If this is objected to, then we ask, whether God is 
to be considered abstractly, as having no relation to 
man whatever, and his future treatment of man, and 
the relation in which he will stand to man, be the re- 
sult of contingencies, and God be swayed as circum- 
stances may influence him ? The last supposition is 
evidently incorrect ; for man would not be obligated 
to serve God, not having any relation to him, The 
first supposition is in harmony with Calvinism, so 
far as the fact of the existence of the relation is sta- 
ted, without any reference to the consequences. But, 
a cause must never be considered as existing with- 
out producing an effect. Calvinism supposes rela- 
tions which exist, and that God is the Father and 
Friend of the elect, and will always remain so. Also, 
because God is the Father, &c. of the elect, they 
are bound, when they come to the knowledge of this 
fact, to love and serve God. Now the wonder and 
astonishment excited in our mind, is, not because a 
man shall love God, when assured that God loves 
Aim, but thata Calvinist, possessed of common sense, 
should stop here, and not extend his principle as far 
as it will go, to the utmost bounds of his.intellect. 

Let men talk as they will, truth is not to be cir- 
cumscsibed and squeezed in a coop, like pigeons. It 
will expand itself, Samson-like, and break the cords 
and withes of modern Philistines. Now there cannot 
be amore self-evident principle in existence, than 
this, that, if a man is bound to love God, because 
God first loved him, and first communicated that 
knowledge, then, the man whom God hates, and 
communicates a knowledge of this fact to the party, 
the consequence must be, that the man will repay 
in kind, and hate God. This sentiment is both rea- 
sonable and scriptural. John says, “ We love him 
because he hath first loved us.” Therefore we must 
hate him, if he first hates us. If a Calvinist shall ar- 
gue that the non-elect are under obligations to love 
God, we ask, what for ? You cannot reply, Because 
God has first loved them. No! If you assign any 
cause, it must be the hatred of God to them; and 
His determination to make them miserable. 

Thus we see, that God must be viewed somehow 
or other. We must have some kind of ideas of the 
subject, or not think nor reason at ail. If we have 
ideas of God, they must be, that He exists inde- 
pendent of man. in every sense of the term, and that 








man has no relation to Him, and owes Hiun no obe- 
dience: or, that God is related to man, and mast be 
considered in reference to these relations, and these 
relations must be considered as the foundation of 
all love in God to man, and of all love in man to 
God. 

We entreat our readers to examine the above 
premises, with that attention the subject merits, and 
ask themselves, Whether correct ideas of any thing 
can be possessed by any man, unless they have a re- 
ference to existing relations and realities ? 

(To be cuntinued.) 
—ag— 
FOR THE GOSPEL HERALD. 

Mr. F. By giving the following statement of a 
late transaction in the town of N———. a place i 
your paper, you will much oblige 

A Frienp anp Supscriper. 

A Mr. a Coachmaker, lately finished a gig’ . 
for a gentleman, who, being pleased with the work, 
manship, gave Mr. ten dollars, to give to the 
hands asa reward for their faithfulness. Mr. 
however, instead of appropriating the money as d- 
rected, very piously gave it to his friend, parson——— 
a travelling mendicant, who was at that time endea- 
vouring to obtain a location in the Presbyterian 
Church of which Mr. ——— is a member! 

-Vote.—We have inserted the above as requested, 
omitting thé initials of the names; for it is the con- 
duct of the party which should receive our detesta- 
tion. ‘Let him who hath stolen, steal no more.” 

—»_ . 
AN OLD STORY. 

A Tract, No. 12. entitled “Conversion of a Uni- 
versalist. A letter to the editor of the New-York 
Christian Herald. Published by the Sunday and 
Adult S-S ol Union, Philadelphia,” without date, 
is yet cic u.ating by opposers of the truth. We ad- 
vertised this Tract, in Gos. Her. Vot. III. No. 48, 
and 49, and offered a reward for the discovery of the 
converted Universalist. We believe the Editor of 
the Christian Herald has been waited on to no pur- 
pose. This falsehood is circulated at this day, to the 
disgrace of the country which contains such pre- 
tenders to Christianity. We have no fear of any 
consequences which can result from the circulation 
of this infamous production. It will excite inquiry, 
and pour disgrace upon the heads of its unprincipled 
promulgators. We are led to this repeated notice 
of this Tract, from a recent attempt made ina 
neighbouring town, to wield this pitiful production 
as a weapon against the truth. 
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{J Subscribers to this Paper must comply with the Con- 
ditions, and forward us $1, free of all expense. We cannoe 
publish this paper for a less sum. We assure all, to whom 
these presents shall come, that we arein EARNEST. Our 
friends must know that this is with us an important concern. 
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